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Current Topics. 


The Clearing Office for Austria. 











| Unper Arr. 296 of the Treaty with Germany, Clearing 
{| Offices for debts were to be established as between Germany 
| on the one hand, and such of the Allied Powers on the other 
| as gave notice to that effect within one month of ratification. 

This notice was given by Great Britain, and a clearing office 
| in this country was established under the Treaty of Peace 

Order, 1919 (64 Soticirors’ JouRNAL, p. 36). Similar provi- 
| sion is made by the Treaty with Austria, which was ratified 
lon 16th July, but it seems that the Governmen’ have hesitated 
| till the last moment as to giving notice. It appears from a 
| statement in the 7?+mes (18th inst.) that this has now been 
| done, and the arrangements for the establishment of the Aus- 
| trian Clearing Office will, we presume, be published in due 
| course, . 


The Law of the Constitution. 

| THe pistincTion between forms of government, like that 
| of the United States, which depend on a written constitution 

and those, like our own, which have no such definite exponent, 
is well known. The American Constitution is amenable to 
such changes as can be effected by judicial construction in the 
Supreme Court, but otherwise it can be changed only by 
amendment im the prescribed way. Thus the prohibition 
amendment has now been followed by a further amendment 
throwing open the Federal franchise to women. The elasticit 

of the British Constitution has been a frequent theme wit 

writers on constitutional law. Professor Dicey defines con- 
stitutional law as consisting partly of rules of law properly so 
called. Of this he instances the rule that ‘‘ the King can do 
no wrong,’’ with its implication that if wrong is done, some- 
one other than the King must pay the penalty. And for the 
rest, it consists, as BAGEHoT was one of the first to point out, 
| of conventions. In the House of Commons, last Monday, Mr. 
CiysEs gave, perhaps, somewhat undue prominence to this 
latter point. ‘‘ The Constitution,’’ he said, “‘ is a collection 
of practice, of legal and Cabinet decisions, of Parliamentary 
usages and customs, all of which we come to understand to be 
our Constitution.’’ Possibly the reference to jogal decisions 
extends this to cover actual law, and so makes the definition 
com prehensive. 
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of 1 / /louston ¢ Mus 7 HR. P. 
12 There the iintilfs brought an action against the de 
fendant lor niringement of their patent (23499 of 1909) 
ik el n mnection with tungsten, whereby the 
‘ re rticularly for incandescent lamp filiments, 
( e extended and facilitated. The infringement on which 
thie tiffs relied was the manufacture and supply by the 
defer nts ol certain drawn tungsten wire The defendants 
put ie the validity of the patent and denied infringe 
ment the plaintiffs then applied by summons that the 
might be at libert by their general manager, solicitors, and 
scieitif tnesse to enter the busines premises and work 
of the defendant to inspect wor und examine the process 
used the defendants for the manufacture of their drawn 
wire | to make experiments and take samples, a This 


was resisted by the defendant , w he 
were kept secret, that other firn 
to know the nature of the defendant 
plaintiffs’ 
eded to, in handin 
The defendants offered to admit certain facts as 


The 


said that their processes 
in the trade were very curious 
and that the 
demand was extremely oppressive, and would result, 


ecret 


if a over to them the defendants’ secrets 
or 2nCcCess 


to their process summons was adjourned into court. 


Terms of Inspection. 

In THE course of his judgment, Astsury, J., said that 
when a secret process was alleged,-that would not deter the 
Courts from doing what the interests of 
justice, but it would be the duty of the Court to take all reason- 
able and proper steps to prevent undue advantage being taken 
of inspection of secret processes. In the present case he thought 
that an inspection, if ordered, ought to be carried out by one 
expert, or not more than two experts, who must be allowed 


was necessary in 






to take samples of the defendants’ product in various stages 
of its manufacture, and were to report to the Court upon 2 
by the inspections, and the experts’ opinion 


I ts al loser 


nded on them: and the experts must he put upon tern t 






sclose anything appearing on the inspection claime : 
efendanta& to be part of the secret process without an « ' 
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The Increased Stamp Duties on Transfers 
of Shares. 













UNpER SECTION 36 of the Finance Act, 1920, transter 
vy wv ‘ voluntary disposition los the exemption t 
have hitherto enjoyed unde! the proviso to section 73 « 

Finat Act. 1910. and become liable to £1 per cent. st 
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quite « utside the control of the purcha er, and the suggestion 
which has been made that the date of the contract she 
letermine the liability to duty, is not unreasonable. But we 
ot remember that any such question was raised when the 
Perhaps solicitors w 
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British Ships and Wireless Telegraphy. 

We print elsewhere an Order in Council revoking Defe: 
of the Realm Regulation 37s. This required British 
going ships of 1,000 tons and upwards to be provided w 
wireless telegraph installation and to have two certified opé 
tors. The regulation, of course, was only temporary, and 
think it has been stated that permanent arrangement to t 
same effect is being made. But, if so, the official intimati 
of revocation in the Gazette, given as usual without intima 
tion of its real effect, might have been usefully supplement: 


















Mr. Leycester, the magistrate at Marylebone Police Court, last Sa 
day, was asked by a man for advice with respect to a house wl 
he said he was buying for £900. Mr. Leycester said that if he > 
able to engage in a transaction of that sort he was in a positior 
consult a solicitor. ‘‘ People seem to think,’’ added Mr 
‘that it is a magistrate’s duty to advise everybody on every sort 
difficulty, but it is not so. Magistrates advise poor people who ca 
afford to get legal advice, but it is not their duty to give legal ad 
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4 the recent sche es, and it may be taken t« e the « ent 
basis « ny retorm oO! real property iw. M BENN, in th 
memorandum to which we have reterred, mentions it as one 

the proposed interferences with existing rights and in 
terests, but we do not gather that he seriou ly 0 jects t 1 
any rate is regards tuture dispositions. An ideed 
amounts to little more than giving the tenant for life tl 
estate which he has already power to transfe1 At present he 
has an estate for life, with power to transfer the fee; unde 
the Bill he has the legal fee, with like powex to transfer 1t 


There is here substantial interference with any existing 


right, and there is no reason why the change should not 


yperate at once On this point we do not s ippose the su! 
porters of the Bull will give way 
It may be assumed, then, that th irrangement of leg 

estates will stand It follows that there must be such a re 
arrangement of all other estates and interests as shal! make 
them, in the language of Mr. Wo.ustTennotmep’s Bill, fidu 
jary ; in that of Lord Hatpane’s Bill, subordinate ; in eithe: 
ase with the result that they are ipable of be ng over 


reached by the « xercise of the proprietary powers attached t 
Under the present scheme th 


the legal or paramount estate 
familiar distinction between legal and équitable estates is pré 
served, and all cther interests 

ically there is a great advantage in retaining the term, and 


are equitable interests Prac 


the only questions are as to the manner which equitable 
interests are to be relegated to their proper place in th 


scheme, and to be protected against any misuse of his powers 


DN the ‘‘ estate ownel ind how the ire to rank inter 
this last point including the manner in which they can be 
reated All these matte . 
sions’’ in Part I 
und, as to these, Mr. Benn objects that they will be the caus 
of complications, uncertainties and lit vation 


depend on the curtain provi 


with the schedules givit g effect to ther 
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At first sight thi may appear to be so The « irlier clau en I 
the Bill call for careful study, and it may require some breadth 
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of view and fot of imagination to see how thev will in prac 


tice result in the simplified system of real property law whic} 
they are intended to produce But if complexity uncer 
tainty and litigation are predicated against them, it is an easy 
reply that all these matters have been incident to real 
property law since it first took shape in reports, commentarie 
and text books In fact. the Bill appears to proceed upo 
lines which have already won the approval of Parliament an 

conveyancers At present the familiar forms of dealing wit] 
land are by way of strict settlement and trust for sale. Toa 
strict: settlement—and not, indeed, to this alone—Parliament 
has already applied the principle that the dominus pro tem 
pore shall have an overriding power of disposition, and that 
all interests shall attach to the proceeds of sale, which, for the 
proper protection of such interests, do not go into the lands 
of the dominu pro tempore, but into the hands of trustees 
and it is now proposed that these trustees, save where a cor 
poration is trustee, must be not less than two in number 
(Sched. V., par. 10 (1) (ec) ) By the last provision the m 

tection of the equitable interests is strencthened : otherwi 

the principle of the Bill is that of the Settled Land Acts, bu 
there are provisions for making it, clear who is the dominn« 
pro tempore, and who are the trustees These, which are 
essential to the scheme and will be noticed later. are int? 

duced in the interest oT facility « transfe The other n ‘ 
f dealing with property i by way of trust for sale, and th 

h is been devised by conveyancers with exact] 4 the ame obj\« t 
is the object of the Bill to keep the trusts off the title The 
same object, too, is always aimed at when trust money is i1 


Everyone knows a trust mortgage whet 


vested on mortgage 
he sees it, but, as it has been said on the Bench, you shut vour 
very tight and pretend not to see 


Part 1 of the Law of Property Bill. | 


Ne 





e B sts b Clau } first 
116 W sts Yr e ther express or arising 1 é the 
1} I tru t ile are, a ist pointed out eady 
i ‘ ire li ‘ ra An « pie « , 
‘ e Bi - r sa a ty 

eve é " divided s ‘ S Lit 

M ENN sa " he difheulti " in 
ols 6 verate We doubt it. Such 
1 r ist lé ‘ ( mal | f na & 

irt inl ible irde l ed i 
i if i rg rt possibly the ‘ ‘ rhe 

| i ! { ‘ ent ( Nise, 
he artie a ‘ iriven to slop Lhe actiol i i dispose 
t} ) perty in the best way they in We have nl mind 
my e Il each ¢ { el use 3 trust! ile arises 
‘ ‘ 4 personal representative holds land, not ely 


machinery of a trust ti ale cannot 


ms 
— & 


ad ise then resort is had t i settlement nd under 

LuSs¢ >) a tne nt est vi ! nave een t the Bill 

nverted into equitable interests will take effect as though 

ey hada be in ite b 4 ettlement All this seems tar 

t t lucing ompiexit or intertening vit existing 

nt In the ise of ar particular land, all the pur haser 

oncerned with is to know who has the legal estate and the 

} posing ot it All that tla bene iri re con 

re vit} to know whether their intere ire protected Dy 

it { ! ale r a sett ent The nature « the tection 

ivallable ” md tha illorded by the trustee e Wi on 
ler iter 

wecordar th the principles we have ist stated, 

Luise ‘ by sub suse (1), that an equitable interest 

1 I De ipabie of being created primar trust tor 

‘ r settlement Then there are the furthe ises of a 

tute whic inl it creates a trust for sale, is to rank as 

ettliement 1 deposit of documents, or a restrictive ovenant 


The creation of an equitable interest by deposit ot 


rted the pr ion of clause 3 (6) that the 
urchaser of a legal estate hall not be freed from the obliga 
tion to ascertain that the documents of title are in t roper 
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certain equitable interests shall only be capabl bein 
reated as allowed by sub-clause (1) These are the usual 
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title v. Bailey (2 Cowp. 597, 600). The same expedient was 
made use of in Mr. WoLsTENHOLME’s Bill. Ineffectual dis- 
positions by an estate owner were to operate as declarations of 
trust to give effect to fiduciary rights corresponding to the 
interests which he purported to create (clause §). The object 
of the draftaman has been, not only to lay down principles 
which shall result in a scheme easy to work in practice, but 
also to protect practitioners and the public against the conse- 
quences of any mistakes in the application of the principles. 
We have referred to Mr. Benn’s objection that the provi- 
sions of the Bill are complicated. Possibly this is an objec- 
tion which lies against much legislation. Finance Acts and 
the Income Tax Act are not exactly easy reading, and any one 
who has followed the proceedings before the Income Tax Com- 
mission will know that income tax law was treated as a matter 
for experts—that is, in troublesome cases. But in ordinary 
cases we al! of us manage to fill up our forms without much 
difficulty. In other departments there are statutes which are 
troublesome to read, and, when it comes to doubtful cases and 
litigation, troublesome to construe—National Insurance Acts, 
Education Acts, Housing Acts, and Acts connected with local 
government generally. They are matters for experts, and yet 
in ordinary life common people get on with them well enough. 
No doubt we have to rise to the level of a county court judge 
to understand the Increase of Rent Act, but that is only a 
temporary embarrassment. It is, perhaps, not surprising that 
Part I. of the Bill, which seeks, not, indeed, to relay the foun- 
dations of the law of real property@ but to remodel its 
machinery, should present food for reflection, but the test is 
whether it will result in simplicity in practice. That, as we 
have said, requires for the answer a broad view and a touch 


of imagination. (To be continued.) 





The Statutory Tenancy Under the 


Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
LV.—TERMINATION OF THE STATUTORY 
TENANCY 
Next in logical Importance to the modes oi forming any 
contract come the modes of dissolving it. Since the new 
statutory tenancy is a it is neces- 
sary to consider the ways in which it may be dissolved as well 
as those in which it may be formed The latter involved 
chiefly questions of principle. The former is largely a matter 

of detail, provided for at length in the statute itself. 

(1) Modes of Terminating the Tenancy. —It will be con- 
venient if we begin by enumerating all the possrble modes of 
terminating the statutory tenancy, and then discuss more fully 
the only one that is in practice umportant, namely, that pro- 
vided in section 5 of the statute. The following classification 
seems fairly exhaustive : - 

(i.) The statutory tenancy may be determined by the re- 
covery of — ssion by the landlord in any of the cases per- 
mitted by the Ac Even then, if the landlord re-lets to a new 
tenant action @ once caught by the Act, the new tenancy also 
is bound by the Act For the statute binds the premises, not 
merely the parties, provided always there is a “‘ letting.’’ 
But once the landlord has recovered the premises into his 
own hands, he need not re-let them, and is scarcely likely to 
do so. The economic advantage of selling rather than letting 
is obvious. He can therefore do one of at least three things, 
none of which lets in the statute 

(a) He can sell the house outright to a purchaser who in- 
tends to reside therein himself. 

(4) He can sell the house to a purchaser who pays for it 
by instalments, subject to a mortgage until the last instalment 
is paid. It is true that such a mortagagor-purchaser, once 
he comes into possession, is in theory of law a tenant at will 
of the mortgagee, but this relationship has not been created 
by a “‘letting,’’ nor is there a ‘‘ rent,’’ so that the statute 


‘constructive contract,’’ 


can scarcely be applicable. 











the duration of his contract of employment; here there is no. 
‘‘ letting,’’ and therefore the Act does not apply: Vationat 
Steam Car Co. v. Barham (122 L. T. 315). 

(ii.) The statutory tenancy may be determined by a sur. 
render of the premises by the tenant. Unless re-let, they are 
no longer bound by the Act. But the tenant must not merely 
surrender the premises; he must actually go out. lf he 
‘holds on’ after the surrender he remains a statutory tenant- 
at-will. In such case, however, although the Act protects 
him against ejectment or increase of rent other than as allowed 
by the Act, it is possible that he is a trespasser, and as such 
liable to ‘‘ double rent’’ under the Distress for ‘Rent Act 
1737: Flannagan v, Shaw (36 T. L. R. 34—a Court of Ap peal 
decision). The case quoted, of course, was decided under 
the former Acts, and we have already, in our first article, 
given reasons for doubting its correctness under the more 
liberal terms of the present Act. 

(iii.) The statutory tenancy may be determined by 

‘ forfeiture ’’ on the part of the tenant. Here, if the tenant 
fails to get relief against his forfeiture in equity, the tenancy 
as such terminates. But the landlord will not necessarily get 
ejectment; the present Act restricts his rights. Unless he 
does so, and if the tenant remains on, there exists a statutory 
tenancy under the Act. 

(iv.) The statutory tenancy is presumably determined by 
destruction of the subject- matter of the tenancy——e.g., the 
burning down of the premises. It cannot be the law that 
the landlord, in the case of a tenancy coming under the Act, 
is bound to rebuild the premises in order that the tenant 

may still enjoy possession. But the problem of the respective 
rights of both parties in such a case, or under any analogous 
circumstances in fact ousting the tenant by force majeure, is 
not covered by any provision in the Acts or by any case 
decided under them. 

(v.) The statutory tenancy terminates by operation of law 
on 24th June, 1923, in the case of dwelling-houses, and on 
24th June, 1921, in the case of business premises. Needless 
to say, this provision in the statute is a piece of legislative 
‘temporizing ’’; it is unlikely that the restrictions of the Act 
will be removed finally three years hence. Doubtless, before’ 
that date arrives a new statute will deal with the matter. 

(vi.) Another mode of terminating the statutory tenancy 
was at one time supposed to exist by many practitioners. 
Take the case of a lease for a fixed period, say three or seven 
or twenty-one years, which expires during the currency of the 
statutes, and which is otherwise within its ambit. In such a 
case it was often contended that the tenancy does not come 
under the Act at all, the landlord having no power to eject 
until the expiry or other earlier termination of the lease, and 
that therefore the tenant was not protec sted by the statute on 
such expiry of his term. The better view, however, has alway: 
been that such a tenant, who refuses to quit on the expiry of 
his term, is in exactly the same position as a tenant on an !n- 
definite short term who receives due notice to quit and refuses 
to leave; he gets the protection of the statute. For, as we 
submitted in-our last article, every tenancy of premises covered 
by the Act comes within the statute immediately on its 
coming into operation ; the statutory restriction of the land- 
lord’s rights is annexed at once to the premises, although its 
operation on his rights under the Act cannot take effect until 
some later date (if any) on which he would at common law 
have been entitled to possession, but for the statutory restric 
tion of his rights. On the expiry of a fixed lease the land 
lord’s right to possession arises at common law, and is imme- 
diately caught by the restrictions of the statute. The matter 
has been inferentially decided in this sense by Mr. Justice 
Greer in Vernon Investment Association v. Welch (63 Soutct 
Tors’ JournaL, 643; 35 T:. L. R. 511). 

Just one other comment is necessary here. Although the 
landlord is actually entitled to possession at common law, 
either at the expiry of a fixed term, or after notice to quit in 
the case of a periodic tenancy, and although he obtains a statu- 
tory order for possession under the Act against the tenant, 





(c) He can use the house as the residence'of a caretaker 
or servant, whose right to use the dwelling is concurrent with 


yet the premises may still remain bound by the statutory 
tenancy. For the tenant may have “ lawfully sub-let’’ a part 
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— SSS 
of the premises—-perhaps the whole—to a sub-tenant, who i 
not in default, and may have so sub-let them before the pro- 
ceedings for recovery of possession were taken. In such a case 
the sub-tenant retains the protection of the statutory tenancy 
under section 5 (5) of the Act. But note- 

(a) There must be a “* lawful ”’ sub-letting to him. A sub- 
letting in breach of covenant not to sub-let is not lawful. Such 
a sub-tenant would not be protected: ('ofte lly. Baker (ante, 
p. 276; 1920, W. N. 46). 

(6) The sub-letting must have taken place before the com. 
mencement of proceedings for recovery of possession (section 0 
(5)). 

(vii.) Another possible mode of terminating the statutory 
tenancy is its annulment under the powers conferred on the 
Court by the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, for these 
powers extend to contracts of tenancy (Boyce v. Hel, 1918, 
2 K. B. 616), and their exercise is not affected by the ad 
ditional power of interference with tenancies conferred by the 
present Act (section 6), except, of course, those sections which 
are repealed by the Second Schedule to this Act, and which 
are not here relevant. But the powers of interference by the 
Court under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts are limited 
to certain specific cases of serious hardship, and are rather 
intended for the protection of tenants than for the protection 
of landlords: Cody v. Copland (63 SotictTors’ JOURNAL, 760) 
Still, this power of annulling contracts ought not to be over 
looked ; terminating a statutory 
temancy. 

Amongst the seven actual or theoretical possible ways just 
enumerated by which a statutory tenancy may be terminated 


it is a possible mode of 


the only really important ,one is, of course, the first 
The powers of recovering possession conferred on land 
lords by section 5 will in most cases be the machiner 


by which the constructive contract actually is determined. It 
is therefore. necessary to consider these powers at somewhat 
greater length. But first- it will be useful to conclude thi 
article by quoting the statutory provisions setting forth this 
machinery. Comment upon them must reserved for ou: 
next article. 

(2) Order for Recovery of - Possession.—The following are 
the cases under which an order for the recovery of possession 
can be obtained under the statute 

(i.) Where ‘‘any rent lawfully due from the tenant has 
not been paid, or any other obligation of the tenancy (whethe: 
under the contract of tenancy or under this Act) so far as the 
same is consistent with the provisions of this Act has been 
broken or not performed ’' (section 5 (1) ) 

(1i.) ‘‘ The tenant or any person residing with him has been 
guilty of conduct which is a nuisance or annoyance to adjoin 
ing occupiers, or has been convicted of using the premises o1 
allowing the premises to be used for an immoral or illegal! 
purpose, or the condition of the dwelling-house has, in the 
opinion of the Court, deteriorated owing to acts of waste by 
or the neglect or default of any such person ’’ (+bid.). , 


be 


(iii.) “‘ The tenant has given notice to quit, and in conse- 
quence of such notice the landlord has contracted to sell o1 
let the dwelling-house or has taken any other steps as the 
result of which he would, in the opinion ot the Court, be 
seriously prejudiced if he could not obtain possession '’ (hid 
see also Green-Price v. Webly, 148 L. T. 158). 

(iv.) ‘‘ The dwelling-house is reasonably required by the 
landlord for occupation as a residence for himself, or for any 
person bond fide residing or to reside with him, or for some 
person in his whole time employment or in the whole time em- 
ployment of some tenant from him, and (except as otherwise 
provided by this sub-section) the Court is satisfied that alterna- 
tive accommodation reasonably equivalent as regards rent and 
suitability in all respects is available ’’ (ibid.) 

(v.) ‘‘ The landlord is a local authority or statutory under 
taking ’’ requiring the premises for some statutory purpose 
(bid. ). - 

(vi.) ‘‘ The landlord became the landlord after service in 
any of His Majesty’s Forces during the war and requires the 
house for his personal occupation, and offers the tenant accom- 





modaticn on reasonable terms in the same dwelling-house, such 
accommodation being considered by the Court as reasonably 
sufficient in the circumstances ’’ (tid.). 

(vil.) The dwelling-house is required for occupation as a 
residence by a former tenant thereof who gave up occupation 
in consequence of his service in any of His Majesty’s Forces 
during the war ’’ (:4id.) 

A new departure of ..:mportance in the present Act may be 


noted here: the Court is given a new and wide discretion as 


to exercising its power under the Act, for in all the above 
cases the Court need not make an order unless it thinks the 
orael re’ onable (section 5 { ] ) see ihe nabo \ Horseley 
reported elsewhere) 


(To he continued.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


WHITE v. RILEY and WOOD. No. | 





2ist, 22nd, 23rd and 26th Jaly. 


TrRapeE UNton—RIvaL UNION WORKMEN Required TO LEAVE ONE AND 
Jor~s ANOTHER TRADE UNION—NOTICE OF INTENTION TO STRIKE 
Rervusas sy WorkMAN—DisMissaL By EmMPpLoyers—THREATS—PRO 
CURING Breacu or Contract—Trapes Disputes “Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, 

17), s 5. & 

T/ pf till l ploy / f i the leather 
trade, belonged t genes f fe nion, bu was requested by hw 
lellow-workmen. all few ni yod to anothe eaociet cratt trade 

f / / ror yn of , hi f and to pom 

f fy / } / / f do a a weft » wee held mda 

not iqned by a defendant, u sent to the employe formang them 

f t th en would cease work unleas the plaintiff either lett the employ 

ne ouned the ft ows The ¢ powers creupon dismissed 

hit f th em yt ymer f in ; fion by the peatntiy | an im 
uncttion and danviges, 

Held, reversing Astbury, J ante, | 497 at on the evidence the 
defendants had done 1 thing re th they were lawfully entitled to 
do; that they had not cunsyrred to injure him, or to obtain hia dia- 

al without notice from the ee pl ryment, and had ot proce ured a 

/ ths ntract of employment There being no cause of action 

aqa t the defendants, the Trades Dis} utex Act, 1906. did tapply to 

f we, alt ugh it Grose ut of a trade ais pe fe with the {ct 

Valentine Hyde (1919, 2 (A. 129) disapproved 

Hodges Webb 41919, 2 CA. 70) approved 

A ppe he defendants from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 

fe p. 467), granting an injunction and awarding damages Lhe par 
ties were leather workers in the employment of Mess: Meek & Dean, 

irriers. Walsall! The pl intiff, who entered the work in 1915, wasa 

nember of the Workers’ | nion, but a the other employees were mem- 
bers of the Curriers’ Society, a trade umion 20 years old, admitting 
irkers in the leather trade belonging to no other trade union 

On several occasions the other men endeavoured to get the plaintiff to 

join their society, but he refused to do us it would have rived his 

res from the Workers’ Unior In 1919 the defendant Wood, 
who 1 member of the Curriers’ Society executive, entered the 
vorks In November, 1919, a shop meeting was held, and it was agreed 
that the plaintiff must join the Curriers’ Society. The following letter 
vas then written, signed by the defendant Riley, who was the oldest 
employee, and sent to the employers on 26th November Sirs,-We 
hereby give you notice that we shall cease work on Friday next unless 

E. White joins our society or leaves your employment Signed on be 

half of the shop W Riley The letter was shewn to the plaintiff, 

and was afterwards handed to Mr. Meek, one of the partners in the 


firm, who told Riley that he would see the plaintiff, as he was not going 
to have the works upset by man. Riley reported this to the shop 
on the same day. On 1st December the employers made it known to 
the shop that they were anxious for the dispute to be amicably settled 
On Sth December, at a branch meeting of the executive of the Curriers’ 
Society in the district, the view was expressed by the members present 


one 


that the strike notice of 28th November should be withdrawn or de 
ferred ; but at a meeting of the shop the men voted against this course, 
and the employers were informed that the men would not work witn 


the plaintiff after 6 p.m. on that day. The plaintiff was thereupon dis 
missed withont the men agreeing to indemnify the employers 
for the week's wages due to the plaintiff in lieu of notice. The plaintiff 
alleged that the defendants severally and conspiring in combination bv 
threafs, intimidation and coercion procured and caused his employers to 
threaten to terminate their contract of employment with him, and to 
terminate it on 5th December, 1919. Astbury, J., found on the facts 
that the defendants were guilty (i) of conspiring by threats to injure 
the plaintiff by obtaining his dismissal from his employment because 
he would not leave his own union and join the Curriers’ Union ; and (ii) 
of inducing and intentionally obtaining severally and in combination a 
direct breach by the employers of the plaintiff's agreement of service. 
and that the plaintiff had suffered damage by reason of the defendants’ 
tortious and wrongful acts. He further held that there was no trade 


not e 
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[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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twelve weeks in arrears in the payment of the rent. The action in the 
county court commenced on 17th April, 1920, the Rent Restriction Act 
of 1919 being then in force, and the plaintiff claimed that the defendant 
was not protected by section 1, sub-section (1), of that Act, as he had 
made defanlt in payment of the rent under that sub-section. This sub- 
section is as follows After the passing of this Act ng order or judg 
ment for the recovery of possession of a dwelling-house to which the 
Increase of Re ind Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act. 1915. 

r for the ejectment of a tenant therefrom, shall 


be made ive » long as the tenant continues to pay rent at the 
agreed rate and t perform ti ther conditions of the ten- 
ancy \t the hearing of the action before the county court 
judge nm 15tt May 1920, the defendant offered to pay the rent as it 
fell due in the future nd upon the tenant giving such an undertaking 
the yurt ourt idge refused to make the order, holdir that the 
words enant continues to pay rent referred solely 
to acts to be « the tenant in the future, and had no reference to 
anythu , happened in the past. The learned county 
court id ! d th he f arman 1920, W N. 159, 36 T. L. R 
306) was 1 é nm pout In that case was held that the landlord 
wa © pre tei 6 m Htaming i der tor Possession shere the 
tenant fhrad the ‘ ! areal ut i the tenant, after the issue of 
the writ, had tendered the mount I t decision is under the 
Increase of Ret & War Restrictior Act, 1915, which had beer 
repeaied a i perseded b ect ) b- section 1). of the Increa 
of Rent and Mortgave Interest (Rest: Act, 1920 he plaintift 
appealed bs me n 19, sub-section f the ist-mentiomed Act 
“any proce s pendis t dat pussiig 
this Act shall be deemed to | ‘ ed le s Act 
Phe plaintifi led i \ f 1990 did not ) to tl 
present case wit I é dgment im the yin 
court und t i ‘ 1 not send the case back to the county court 
for rehearu ght be done under the Act of 1920. Further, that 
the \ d pend nanny « irt only referred to proceedings pend 
Ing uw i t if first instance and not to proceedings pending in a 
Divisional Court the Court of Appe 

A. T. Lawrence, J., said that the judgment of the county court judge 
in the present case is based upon the construction which he put upon 
the words s the tenant mtinues to pay rent in sectign 1, 
sub-sectior 5 f the I rease f Rent and Mortgage Interest (War 
Reatrictior Act 1915 His lordship read the section.| In. his 
opinion, the int ul idge was wrong in declining to make an 
order for possessor because he was satisfied that the defendant would 
continue in future to pay the rent He was wrong in holding that those 
words s ! the tenant mtinues to pay rent applied only to 
somethir t be ad ! the tenant in the future—that was to say, 
future to the time when he as dealing with the cas In so holding 
the county urt judge ignored the ordinary rule of construction that 
a statute sy} KS TI n the date of its passing as an Act He also iynored 
the words ontinues to pay The statute meant that a tenant was 
not to be turned out of a house if he performing the conditions of 
the tenan iit he ondition as regards the payment of rent 
The judge ought, therefore, to have made an order for possession By 
section 5, sub-section (1), of the Act of 1920 no order or judgment for 
the recovery of possession of any dwelling-house shall be made 
or given ! rent lawfully due from the tenant has not been 
paid The effect of the Act of 1920 was to enable that court to send 
the case bac] » the int ourt judge, who would have to apply the 
1920 Act ti { I had been contended for the ! laintiff that the words 

any proceedit pemling in anv court n the Act of 1920 meant 
any proceedings pending n any ourt ot first instance, and 
that the appeal! ild eretore he deemed to have commenced 
under the Act But it appeared to him that the phrase “ in any court ”’ 
was intended t ive ny tenant the benefit of that Act if he were a 
party to any proceedings in any court. When the case came again 
before the count irt judge, he would have to take into consideration 
sub-section (1), of section 5, of the 1920 Act, and decide whether it was 
reasonable, in all the circumstances, to make an order for possession 
He would have to take into consideration not only the fact that the 


Act had not been complied with by the non-payment of rent, but also 
every other matter which could guide him, including the position of 
the tenant, and also of the landlord. The case must go back to the 
county court for the judge to deal with it accordingly. 
Acron, J., agreed.—Counset, Quass, for the plaintiff; defendant in 
person. Soricrror, H. 8. Baron 
[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 











New Orders, &c. 


New Statutes. 


On 16th August the Royal Assent was 
Appropriation Act, 1920. 
Maintenance Orders (Facilities for Enforcement) Act, 1920 
Duplicands of Feu-duties (Scotland) Act, 1920. 
Representation of the People (No, 2) Act, 1920. 

Pensions (Increase) Act, 1920. 
Telegraph Money) Act, 1920. 
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Merchant Shipping (Scottish Fishing Boats) Act, 1920. 
Post Office and Telegraph Act, 1920 
isus Act, 1920 
Census (Lreland) Act, 1920 
I rearms Act, 1920. 
Fertilizers Fempora Cont I Export) Act, 1920. 
Public Libraries (Scotland) Act, 1920 
Dangerous Drugs Act, 1920 
Ministry of Food (Continuance) Act, 1920. 
Indemnity Act, 1920. 
B nd Persons Act, 1920 
Mining Industry Act, 1920. 
Duchy of Lancaster Act, 1920. 
Ready Money Football Betting Act, 1929. 
Jurors (Enrolment of Women) (Scotland) Act, 1920. 
Seeds Act, 1920 
Mayor's and City of London Court Act, 1920. 
Provisional Orders and local and private Acts. 


and t num bet 


The Chancery of Lancashire (Solicitors’ 
Remuneration) Rules, 1920. 


The Right Honourable David Alexander Edward, the Earl of Craw 
ford and Balcarres, Chancellor of the Duchy and County Palatine of 
Lancaster, with the advice and consent of Roger Bernard Lawrence, 
Esquire, K.C., Vice-Chancellor of the said County Palatine of Lancaster 
ae with the approval of the authority empowered to make Rules for 
the Supreme Court, doth hereby in pursuance of the powers and 
authorities in that behalf given to him by the Chancery of Lancaster 
Acts, 1850 to 1890, and in pursuance and execution of all other powers 
and authorities enabling him in that behalf order and direct as follows: 

1. So long as Rule 10 (+) of Order 65 of the Rules of the Supreme 
Court remains in force the total in any Bill of Costs of the fees pre- 
scribed by the Orders as to Solicitors’ costs under the Court of Chau- 
cery of Lancaster Act, 1850, and the Court of Chancery of Lancaster 
Act, 1854, of the 27th and 28th day of November, 1884 {as distinct 
from’ payments) shal] in respect of business done in any cause or matter 
in the Court of Chancery of the County Palatine of Lancaster after the 
31st day of August, 1919, be increased by thirty-three-and-one-third per 
centum, and such increase shall be allowed upon any taxation of costs 
business as well as between party and party 
as between solicitor and client and in taxations under or pursuant to 
the Solicitors Act, 1843. The increase hereby authorized is not to affect 
the question whether a bill of costs is or is not less by one-sixth part 
than the bill delivered sent or left. 

Provided that this Rule shall nov 

a) affect any power to direct payment of a fixed or gross sum in 
respect or in lieu of costs or 

(6) apply to bills of costs which have at the date on which this 
Rule comes into operation already been delivered to the client sought 
to be charged therewith or to the person chargeable therewith or 
liable therefor or to bills then already taxed and certified or 
allowed . 

2. These Rules may be cited as the Chancery of Lancashire (Solicitor s 
Remuneration) Rules, 1920. 

Tt is hereby certified under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that on 
account of urgency the above Rules shall come into immediate operation 
and the said Rules shall come into operation on the 2nd day of August, 
1920, as Provisional Rules. 

Ath July 


n respect of any such 


1. From and after the coming into force of this Order the directions 
contained in so much of the first part of the Schedule to “ The Order 
as to Court Fees, 1884,’’ as is set forth in the first part of the Schedule 
hereto shall be deemed to be cancelled and the direction set forth in the 





Resident Magistrates (Ireland) Act, 1920. 


second part of the Schedule hereto shall be substituted therefor. 
2. This Order may be cited as “‘ The Order as to Court Fees, 1920.” 
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The Schedule before referred to. 
Part 1 


Upon every investment, for every £10, and 
fraction of £10, of money imvested, and upon 
every sale, for every £10, and fraction of £10 
of stocks, funds, or securities sold (such stocks. 
funds, or securities to be asseased at the nomina 
amount thereof) and the same fees to cover a 
bankers’ and brokers’ commissions when payable 


Parr 2 

Upon every investment, for every £10, and 

iraction of £10, of money invested, and upon 

every sale, for every £10, and fraction of £10 

of stocks, funds, or securities sold (such stocks, 

funds, or securities to be assessed at the nominal 

amount thereof) exclusive of all bankers’ and 

brokers’ commission of and when payable 00 6 00 6 

It is hereby certified under the Rules Publication Act, 1893. that on 
account of urgency the above Rules shall come into immediate opera 
tion, and the said Rules shal! come into operation on the 2nd day of 
August, 1920, as Provisional Rules. 

Bth Ju y. 


Approved by the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court 
Sheriff, England—Poundage and Fees. 


ORDER, UNDER Section 20 (2) or tHe Suerirr’s Act, 1887 (50 & 51 
Vict. c. 55), Frxinc tHe Fees to se TAKEN BY SHERIFF OR SHERIFF'S 
OFFICERS CONCERNED IN THE Execution or Writs or Freri Facras 
I, Frederick Lord Birkenhead, Lord High Chancellor of Great 

Britain, by and with the advice and consent of the undersigned Judges 

of the Court of Appeal and the High Court of Justice and with the con 

currence of the Treasury, do hereby in pursuance and execution of the 
powers given by the Sheriff's Act, 1887, fix the fees set forth in the 

Schedule hereto annexed as the fees to be demanded, taken and received 

by any sheriff or officer of a sheriff concrned in the execution of process 

directed to the sheriff in the several proceedings mentioned in the said 

Schedule as from the 18th day of July, 1920 

BIRKENHEAD, C 
Reapine, C.J. 
STERNDALE, M.R 
Henry. A. McCarpie, J 
We concur 
J. Towyn Jones, 
JAMES PARKER, 


Lords Commissioners of 
His Majesty's Treasury. 
Dated 8th July, 1920 

, Schedule 


TABLE OF Fers 
EXecuTION OF Writs or Frert Factas. 


1. For Mileage to include the mileage of the bailiff or the man in 
possession, per mile from the Sheriff's Officer's residence £0 1 0 
When the place at which seizure is to be made is distant more than 
one mile and a half from the nearest railway station, there may be 
allowed, in lieu of mileage from the station to that place, out-of-pocket 
expenses actually and reasonably incurred for conveyance from the 
station to that place and back to the station 
For Seizure by the Sheriff's Officer for each building or place 
separately rated at which a seizure is made, when the sum indorsed on 
the Writ of Execution 

does not exceed £100 ; £1 1 O 

and when it exceeds £100 £111 6 

3. For Work Done by the Sheriff's Officer in making inquiries as to 
claims for rent or to the goods, including copying claims and giving the 
necessary notices to all parties, a sum not exceeding £1 

And for all out-of-pocket expenses actually and reasonably incurred 
in relation to such work, including postage, telegraphic and telephonic 
messages a further sum not exceeding : £1 1 

Nore.—The foregoing fees numbered 1, 2 and 3 shall be paid by the 
execution creditor, and shall not be recoverable by him although the 
execution proves abortive. 

4. For man, or when necessary, men in possession, to provide his or 
their own board in every case per man per day £0 8 6 

5. For removal of goods or animals to a place of safe keeping, when 
necessary, the sum actually and reasonably paid. 

6. When goods or animals have been removed, for warehousing or 
taking charge of the same, the sum actually and reasonably paid 

- For keep of animals while in the custody of the Sheriff, whether 
before or after removal, the sum actually and reasonably paid. 

Nors.—No fees for keeping possession of goods or animals to be 
charged after the goods or animals have been removed. 

8. For Sale or preparation for Sale by Auction. 

(1) When Sale by Auction takes place. 

(a) For commission to the Auctioneer, to include inventory and 
valuation, compiling catalogue and preparing for sale, 74 per cent. 
on the sum seatinnd not exceeding £100, 5 per cent. on the next 
£900 and 4 per cent. on any sum Sound £1,000. 











(6) For advertising and giving publicity to the sale, printing } 
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catalogues and bills and distributing and posting the same, the sum 
actually and reasonably paid 
(cy For labour employed in lotting, showing the goods, attending 
the sale and superintending the removal of the goods by purt hasers, 
the sum actually and reasonably paid 
2) When no Sale takes ple ¢ either by 
tract 


Auction or by private con- 


a) For work actually done in preparing inventory and valuation, 
compiling catalogue and preparing for sale a sum not exceeding 
4 pe nt. on the value of the qooda if sucl ilue does not exceed 
£200 If the value is in excess of that amount a sum not exc eed 

ing 4 per cent. on the first £200, and a further sum not exceeding 

3 per cent. on the excess 

b) For advertising and giving publicity to the intended sale, 
printing catalogues ind bills, and distributing and posting the 
same, the sum actually and reasonably paid 

For labour (if any) employed in lotting and showing the 
vods, the sum actually and reasonably paid 
9. For Sale by Private Contract 
Half the percentage owed ot sale by auction; and in 
addition 

h) For w ly done in preparing inventory and valuation, 

done in preparing for sale by 
per cent. on the value 


and for all we any) actually 
afiction a sum not ¢ 
of the gor ds 
(c) And for advertising and giving publicity to any intended sale 
by auction, printing catalogues and bills and distributing and post- 
ing the same and for labour employed in lotting and showing the 
goods, the sums (if any) actually and reasonably paid 
10. Sheriff’ } undage and the fee for delivery of the Writ to the 
Under-Sheriff shall be the same as before until furthre Orde 
The foregoing fees numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 (1), 9 and 10, shail 
be levied in every case in which an execution is completed by sale, as 
fees payable to Sheriffs were levied before the making of this Order 
; case where an exceution is withdrawn, satisfied, or stopped, 
be paid bv the person issuing the execu 


1 
eeding in any event 24 


In every 
the fees under this Order shall 
tion. or the person at w se instance the sale 1s stopped as the case 
may be 

The amount of any fees and charges payable under this Table shall 
be taxed by a Master of the Supreme Court or a District Registrar of 
the High Court, as the case may be, in case the Sheriff and the party 
liable to pay such fees and charges differ as to the amount thereof 

The Order as to Fees made under the Sheriff's Act 1887, and dated 
the 31st August, 1888, is hereby annulled from the 18th dav of July, 
1920, except as to proceedings under Writs of Execution issued before 
that date, to which pro eedings the said Order shall continue to apply 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Poms No.: PARK ONE (40 Lines), Ixtuonams; “WHITBLEY LONDON,” 
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'LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


Order in Council. 
4 \L\I REGULATION LIMITED. 
15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.¢ 


ESTABLISHED 1853. 





No. 
Capital Stock ... _ ... £400,000 
Debenture Stock nia oui dies wl ... £331,190 

EVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THERE 


f Proposal and full information 


ON, 


Board of Trade Order. 
Forms ran be obtained at the Soe 
FOR THE CENTR G. H, MAYNE, Secretar 
\ 4] 
, ' loe exceed t percentage rate of profit obtained | 
; hefore the w wr. due consid 


( ( rying 





rate of profit 
\ ige percentag 
siness under sin 

the war, due 


aryges 


5 upply in any 
insaction has been fixed by a s 
Section 1 of the Profiteering 


inder 
led t tb where any 


ecoeme 
le Section 1 of 


i Trades 
‘ 
or obtained 


1 further prov 

Trade une 

Iv profit sough 
, 

flates which does 

l t be deemed t 
(razethe 





eme 
la no 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
THE SUGAR RATIONING ORDER, 192% 


ittempt to obtain 
id consumption, or f © } e3 P : 
establishment or instituti ‘ t ui ; 7 
the provisions of this Order, or ; 
authomzed 


nay obtain sugar for household consu 
der of a Ration Card or other rat 
use issued to him under the aut! 
the purposes of this Order. : 
Ota Sugar tor house hold consun pt y i 
e is registered for the purpose orda 
the ration card or other ratior iment 
e with any directions for the tim g 
ithority of the Food Controller 
f sugar which may be obtained by or s 
household consumption shall until furthe 
ided that the ration for any week may be 
er during that week or during one of the 
the three succeeding weeks. 
suppiv sugar only 
istomers, or 
tr ent Nev 
of the 


ustomers (if he has more 
vistered istomers) 

asion of each purchase of suga od <now! 
under the it f late 


Card issued to him 


except here the card is deposited ' 
of each purcl c 


tailer shall on the occasion 
ropriate space or spaces, in wccordance vill » 

urd 
ntirary be pre ed it shall he presume i tna uga 


r attempted to be supplied 


attempted to be supplice: 





r offered 
ed or offered or 
msumptior 


} lablishme 


Order, 1918, as amet 
asned thereunder hereby revoked as on 
& O., Nos. 894 and 1318 of 1918, and Nos. 152 
pr ceedings in respect 


it without prejud ce to any n 
‘ ee 
i R ; y 
5 THE 


there 
be cited as The Sugar 


This Order may 
m 2nd August, 1920 THE 


The Rationir 


ire 


/ 
’ 


operation ¢« 


hall cor 
Ireland 


This Order s 
This Order sha not apply 


Tuls 


ES) ORDER, 191 


APPLES (PRI 
General Tacene 
Auguat, 1920, until e 14th N } 
{ » from the ‘ sf s 
For 


sold and bought free 
1918, ind 19 


THE 


er [S. R. & O., Nos. 15991 of 


teé price 
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The following Ministry of Food Orders have also been issued ‘ 
Order amending the Bacan, Ham end Lard Sales) Order, 1920 ls Augus 





Italy for t r m. He left London ot 















e Butter Orde 19% Ot lu | 





we ¢ his ea . . 
Pre} < t he . R Hossa tl 
. or - : : 

. _— la con 
















Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Notice. 


ECCLESIASTICAL TITHE RENT CHARGE (RATES) ACT, 192 W 















Legal News, 


sceed £300 ‘ bat 1 7 , 
" Changes in Partnerships. 











Dissolutions. 


R 









Business Announcement, 








America. 
An Ex ag ’ N 
. ( | y f Representative 










a the law of the whole of the United 





virds) neceasa! 
voman suffrage 









tes 
We I vote in the Pre 








Obituary. 









Mr. E. P. Walsh. Hse n -~ aeons. yal 
News reached Oxford on 1 13th igt e Foreign Offices es. While the dverage of the tenders fF ed | 
of the sudden death in Paris of M1 Ens NES wl WALSH, a |} rities | bee fe ti or 
<now! ber of the Oxtfor« 1 Circuit He was the seventh son of the 1 % . nder , if 
late Mi P ival Walsh for many years registrar of the Oxford County parts , 1 the M er that the 
Court. Mr. “Wa , who was forty nine years of age and unmarried tende f ed by ma ruthoritie justified 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE C°. Lt. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY. GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever oflered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 
For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBAN KMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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unless it is evident that a tender can readily 
figure, the local authority will be 


it without further delay, and 


by the facts. In 
he brought within a 
the ( 
alte { e pre 


future, 
reasonable 
warned by ommissioners to reject 


prepare posals 





Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 


Limirep in CHAN 


13 
claims, to 
or bef 
their debts 
liquidator 
Creditors 


ore 
lars of 
states. Lt LIQUIDATION) are re- 
ne ’ and and particulars 

hn Doug ; Waibrook, liquidator 
snenovusine Co ».—COCreditors are required, on 
nan ’ Idresses, and the perticulars of 
Vest, Newenstle-upon-Tyne, 


addresses 
ENERAL W 


ond their 


before 
their debts 


$s are required, on or 
particulars of 
liquidator 


on or he re 


their debts or claims 
Goipes Lr t ’ r their 
Edward 
tirmingham, 


e Sept. 21, to send 
name r + ' t par ul t debts or 
Karle 


laims, to 
jennett's-hill 


snd their 
to John 
Wertturtt 
name 
Rol 
Vroom ) . | real are 1u vefo ept. 25, t 
ld lebts or 


send their 
to John 


2 send their 

nem claims, to Percy 

Al ‘ ’ 

Warp & wr. Lp ealit oe! < t yvfore Sept. 30, to send their 
— | r debts or claim to Henry 
r 

oLuntary I 


Creditors 
and 
rtland-st., 


IQUIDATION 
name and addre 


mb, 214, Great P« 


5808, 


[wespay Aug. 17 


~TARY 


Vour 


theur names 


Jam Kn 


LIQUIDATION redi 
and address« 
wiee Tattersall, 12 
land 
Crorar LIQUIDATION 
| 


Creditors are re 
juired 1 t ‘ cir t nes n and the per 
rattersall, 12, Cleveland-st 


vridresees 
thoular ‘ mit it ‘ vi 
Chor l 

PPALact Vout 

rd their 


10ON (Creditors are 
ond the 


and Mr 


wrany | required 
particulars of 


Arthur Henry 


QUIDA 
n or names and 
their « te « " man Tynoda 
Chalmer ; t | ol, liq itor 

MoGaw & Lier 
before Bept. 29, t Y ' eir name aml mele and 
debts or sime rederick Gerard van I le, 4, Fen 

Srorn DPovustivne VM TD Is VoLtuntTarny LI@rIipATION 

f nd their and 
their debts or claims John Roberts Lord, Ir 

TYWARDREATH AERA Vinrrat Water Co 
vefors Sept. 10, t end in ther names, with par 
to Thor rr St. Austell, liquidat 

J. H. Coorrr, Lrp reditore are required, on or before Sept. 30 
names and und the particulars of their debts or 
Williamson, * ' ‘ Bradford, 1 dator 


Gover ! ) 0 NTA LIq@ripaTion Cred re ar required n r 


Suirerixng Ce LTD IN 


ynested, on or 
particulars of their 
hurch-av., liquidator 
Credi*ore are required, 
and the particulars of 
Bacup, liquidator 
Creditors are required, on or 
ilars of their debte or claims, 


NTARY IDATLOS rs are 1 


o or befor: Set name uddresses. 
well-terrace 
Lip 


to send their 
claims, to Norman 
fore 


Sept. 30 t names and ldresses nd particulars of their debts or 
claims »G ston, 954, Chancery-lane 


Norrowns ] ns t reditors are required, on 
he 


liquidator 

or before Aug. 30, ¢ 

' particulars of their debts or 

toria-sq Leeds, liquidator 

Rotter Satine Rixnx, Lep.—Creditors are required, on or 

before Aw il, to send their names and and the particulars of their 
debts or claims. to Alfred G. Pearson, A.C.A Town Hall-st., Grimsby, liquidator 

Siack Mitts Co., Lap. (In Votuntany Ligurpation).—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept. 20, to send their names and addressees, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Mr. John Roberts Lord, Irwell-terrace, Bacup, 
liquidator 

B. Hosreoop & Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required 
their debts or claims t Montague Hott, 3 
liquidator 


send their 
mee af Tom Coombs, 


ad ‘ 
Oxford Chanibers, Vic 
(Leernorris AMERICAN 


claims, ¢ 


nidresses, 


14, to send in 
Bedford-row, 


on or before Sept 
Great James-st., 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London 
Trickett & ( Ltd I 


Gazette 


Fripay, Aug. 13 


Pope & Co., Ld 
Export and Import Co., Ltd 
Penarth Piggeries Association, Ltd 
Y Brentford Foundry Co., Ltd. 
Consolidated Mines of El Oro, Ltd. (oq Rouge Co., Ltd. 
Bedminster Oricket and Football Co., Key Office Appliances, Ltd 

Ltd. Goldenlyte, Ltd. 
F. G. Foster & Co., Ltd Kelly Trading Co., r 
Yorkshire Refractories Co, Ltd, George Frayn & Co., Ltd 
Walker & Crawshaw, Ltd Devon Estates (Malacea), Ltd. 
Hamptons, Ltd Textile Reproductions, Ltd. 
Berna Commercial Ltd. G. H. Taylor & Co., Ltd. 


Goossens 
Ltd Lyasl 
miging House Co 


Metzler & Co 
Maidenhead 
Ltd 


(1900 
Model |! 


Motors 





London Garette.—Trrspar, Aug. 17. 


Academy of Dramatic Art 

De Keyser’s Royal Hotel, Ltd Edward Sykes & Sons, Ltd 

J. & J. Hardman, Ltd J. W. & T. Connolly (Belgium 
London Paper Mills Co., Ltd “Z" Electric Lamp Manufact 
Panch & Ticket Co., Ltd. Co., Ltd. 

National Federation of Laundry Associa Old Bushmills "’ Distillery Co 
tions, Ltd. 7 White Cloth Hall Estate Co., 
Stanningley Cinema and Nortons (Leeds), Ltd 

Martin, Ltd Salterforth Shed Co., 

istend Constitutional Cherakara Tea Estates, 

British Gold Pilate 
Co., Ltd. 

Bennetts of Grimsby 


H. Ashley, Ltd. 
Ltd. 


Estate Co., Ltd 
Ltd 
Ltd 


Manufa 


Club Co., 


and United States Mortgage 


Ltd 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Claim. 
Aug. 13 


Walter G 


London 


Leigh-on-Sea, 


Gazette.—F Rivayr, 


sercnorr, WILLIAM Essex. Sept. 12. Beecroft, Leigh-on 


™'n 
Rugby. 
Stirling & 


Benwsetr, EMILY 


Birp 


Woop, Rugby. Sept. Il. H 
Epwarp Kexetm, Karachi, India 
13, Old Jewry-chmbre 


Lupton, Reddish & Co., 
Captain Sept. 6. Maddison, 
Humm, 
Bovener, ANN Sornia, Gravesend. Ort. 19 
Kent. 
Briee, Amy 
BuLien, Jessie 
Inn-sq 
Beresss, JOsErn 
Carmarthen 
CuarmMan, Evita LoTine 
UM, Austin-friars 
Crarmer, Maroaner Jane, Gloucester-rd,. 
Coldham, Birkett & Fleuret, 2, 
Daniei, Marcus Firzerratv, Hengoed 
Buchannan & Giles, Cardiff. 
Dennis, Josern Masor, Surbiton 
Covent Garden 
Wittiam Rivey 
Daiver, EMthy ANN 
Manchester 
EYpMANN, Witttam, Acton, 
Chancery -lan: 


Hatten, Winnett & Hatten, Gravesend, 


Bradford. 
Son & Pitfield, 3 


Bradford 
ELIZABETH, 


Sept. 9. Robt. E. Weatherhead 


Richmond. Sept. 25. “Lovell, Gray's 


Carmarthen, Hotel Proprietor. Sept. 18. Walters & Williams, 


Liverpool. Budd, Johnson, Jecks & Colclough, 


Sept. 20. 


Kensington, Licensed Victualler. Sept. @ 


Chancery-la 


Glam., Surgeon. Aug. 31. Forsdike, 


Sept. 16. Harry Wilson, 2, Broad Court-chmbrs., 


Warrington 
Elliott & Co 


Devon Werrington 


Herts 


Sept. 6. Thomas 8. Steel 


toyston, Sept. 13. Lingards, Sutton, ° 


Auctioneer. Sept. 13. W. A. G. Davidson & Co., # 


Freeman, Cuarntes Wittiam, Caledonian-rd., Holloway, Brewers’ Engineer. Oct 
Moon, Gilks & Moon, 24, Bloomsbury-sq 

Gostine, Henry Seaman, King’s Lynn, Builder. Sept. 1 
Lynn : 

Hamiey, Epwitn Tomas 
Bloomsbury-sq 

Harker, Jony, Darlington. Sept. 30 

Harrison, Groner, Lytham Lancs 


Edwd, M. Beloe, King's 


Oxshott, Surrey. Oct. 7. Moon, Gilks & Moon, &, 
Henry Mudie, Darlington 

Sept. 10. Edwin Almond & Sons, Manchester. 

Hrwes, Maniax, Dover, Bookbinder. Sept. ®. Stilwell & Harby, Dover. 

Jones, Joux, Halifax, Boot Dealer. Sept. 10. Perey R. Gray, Halifax. 

Lone, Ersest Henry Ketsett, Wimbledoa Common. Sept. 18. W. E. 
Norwich 

Kisece, Alyreep WILLIAM 

Kinsey, Francis, Crowthorne, 
Douglas, Derby 

LAWRENCE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, 


tipley, 


Clacton-on-Sea 
Berke. 


Sept. 10. W. A. Smith, Halstead, Essex. 
Sept. 29. Randolph, Eddowes, Prentice & 


Bath. Sept. 24. Collins & Simmons, Bath. 

Lows, Steruen, West Kirby. Sept. 9. Woolcott & Co., West Kirby. 

Lower, FRANCES MARIAN, Luton. Sept. 21. John Gates, Luton. 

Macavtiay, Avtay, Harrogate. Sept. 30. Jubb, Booth & Helliwell, Halifax 
Marcarp, Epvarp Apotr vox, Braunschweig, Germany. Sept. 24 Rehder & 

iggs, 29, Mincing-lane 

Atrrep, Gatley, near Cheadle. Oct. 9. Cornish & Forfar, Liverpool 
Lovisa, Bath. Sept. 13. Collins & Simmons, Bath. 
Percy Cuantes, Shrewsbury. Sept. 3. H. W. Hughes 


MELLOR 

Moroan, 

Moryram, 
bury 

Mvctcer, Catuerine, Bournemouth. Oct. 1. C. J 

Patmer, Maritps, Newport, Mon. Aug. 31 

Peptey, Many Ettza, Aberdovey, Merioneth. 
and 3, Albany Court-yard, Piccadilly 

Perrineate, Wittiam Tomas, Wanstead. Sept. 17. 
14 and 15, Coleman-st 

Saxprorp, Kitey, Bath. Sept. 24 

Sayps, Wittiam, Hengoed, near 
Liverpool 

Simpson, Henry, 
Austin-friars 

Stack, Cmarntrs, South Blackpool. Sept. 10. Edwin Almond & Sons 

Swett, Cuantzes Water, Saltford, Somerset. Sept. 15. Frank 8. Ingk 

Srexcen, Witi1am, Blackpool. Aug. 31. T. Wylie Kay, Blackpool 

Stantos, James Levi, Swavesey, Cambridge, Salvage Merchant ept, 27. W, 
Archer & Son, 114, Fenchurch-st. 

Srraver, Dr. Hewer Rosenr Waar, Manchester, Physician. 
Lea, Manchester. 

Srptow, Josern, Woolston-with-Martinscroft, Lancs., 
8. Steel, Warrington. 

Vata, Ema, Barrow-in-Furness. Sept. 15 
Furness. 

Wittrmss, Groner Herryr, Northam, Devon. 
Bideford, Devon 

Witsow, Jomw Herer, Bath, Solicitor. 


& Son, Shrews- 
. & C. D. Lacey, Bournemouth 
Morgan & Co., Newport, Mon 

Sept. 20. Tyrrell, Lewis & Co., 1, 2 
G. 8. Warmington & Edmonds, 


Colline & 
Oswestry. 


Bath. 
Tyrer, Kenion & 


Simmons 
Sept. 10. 


Bayswater. Sept. 20.° Budd, Johnson, Jecks & Colclough, 4 


Manchester 


Bath 
Sept. 16. John Henry 


Farmer. Sept. 6. Thomas 


Sonuthecote M. S. Townsend, Barrow.in 
Sept. 25. Bazeley, Barnes & Bazeley, 


Sept. 24. Collins & Simmons, Bath. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent- , W.C.2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for sny 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works art, bric-d-brac, s 
a oulalitg. Ape) 








